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hereby, as required in the instant 



Remarks/Arguments; 

The specification, abstract, and drawings are amended, | 
Office Action. 

Claims 57-75, presented hereby, ate pending. 

Claims 38-56 are cancelled, hereby, without prejudice oi disclaimer. 

Applicants wish to thank the Examiner for timely notification of allowable Subject matter. 
According to the instant Office Action, claims 38, 41, 43-48, anjl 50-54 are allowable. 

Present claims 57, 60, 62-67, and 69-73 correspond tojjclaims 38, 41, 43-48, and 50-54, 
respectively. Accordingly, smce claims 38, 41, 43-48, and 50-54 are allowable, present claims 57, 
60, 62-67, and 69-73 are allowable. jj 

Present claims 58, 59, 61, 68, 74, and 75 correspond to llaims 39, 40, 42, 49, 55, and 56, 



respectively, revised to more clearly define the instant inventio] 
Claims 39 (and 40), 42, and 49 are subject to objection^, 
view of the changes to the claims effected, hereby, and the correi 



as discussed, below. 

i 

Reconsideration :t's requested in 



sponding remarks, which follow. 
Claim 49 (corresponding to present claim 68) was obj ecteli to as allegedly bei ig an improper 
dependent claim, Le., for allegedly failing to further limit the subject matter of a p revious claim. 



Claim 49 depends on claim 46, which depends on claim 38. 



•X 



- Claim 38 is Kmited to the theoretical probability distributions P t {n x \P 2 (n 2 \ 



calculated as functions of apparent concentrations and apparent brightness I which depend 

i 

on the widths of the counting time intervals in the d^jfferent $et$. 
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- Claim 46 has the additional limitation mat the theoretical distributions P t (n, ), P 2 (n 2 ),... 
are calculated through their generating functions <?j (n) (£) = ]T | n ^(n) <■ 

! " ■ 

- Claim 68 specifies how to calculate the generating function. It teaches that the 
generating function is calculated wing the expression 

Gtf ) = exp[ \dqc{q) jd^'^j - 1)] 

! ; 

Therefore, applicants consider that claim 49 adds an additional limitation and is, therefore, 

!j : 

in proper dependent form. \ i 

i i 
; i 

However, the Examiner has correctly pointed out that c(ql is the apparent den; jity of particles 

with apparent brightness, q, T is the length of the counting time interval, and j?r is the spatial 

brightness profile as a function of coordinates. Consequently, claim 49 is revised here by, as claim 68 

which reads: j j 

The method according to claim 65, wherein the generating function is calculated 
using the expression I 

G(4) = exp[ \dqc{q) J d"r(e^ )qIB{ \ - 1)] 



where c(q) is the apparent density of particles with apparent brightness q If is the 
length of the counting time interval, and S(r) is the spa| ial brightness profile as a 
function of coordinates. 



In order to overcome the objections applied against claitjjis 55 and 56, claim 55 is rewritten 
, as method claim 74, dependent on pi 
as method claim 75, dependent on claim 74. 



hereby, as method claim 74, dependent on present generic claim|57. Claim 56 is rejmtten hereby, 
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ClaimsSS aad56 were rejected under35 USC 101, as beitijg allegedly impropfiir "use 11 claims, 

I 

Claims 55 and 56 were rejected under 35 USC 1 12, ^2, for allegedly being indefinite, fox not reciting 

affirmative method steps. ji 

The rejection under §101 is overcome by the instant amendment, since non^ of the present 

I 

claims are "use" claims. 

I. 

The rejection under §112, fl2, is overcome by the instaijt amendment, in tl at the rejected 
claims are revised hereby, as claims 74 and 75, to recite Affirmative method steps. 



Favorable action is requested, 



400 Seventh Street, NW 
The Jenifer Building 
Washington, D.C. 20004 
Tel. (202) 638-6666 
Fax (202) 393^5350 
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By 



Respectfully submitted, 

ji 

JACOBSON HOIJVIAN PLLC 




William E. Player [ 
Reg. No. 31,409 
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